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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-28 are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, 6-7, 10-13, 15-19, 22-25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by "A Simple Network Management Protocol ("SNMP"). 

Regarding claim 1, "SNMP" discloses a system for mapping a network, 
comprising: 

a collection system for collecting device information from devices on the network; 
(section 3, "The SNMP Architecture") 

a timer system for collecting the device information at scheduled times ("polling"); 
(section 3.2.3, "Operations Supported on Management information", paragraph 
beginning "The strategy implicit. . . ") 

an analysis system for analyzing the collected device information; and a report 
system for generating a mapping report based on the analyzed device information 
("management applications" or "SNMP management entities"; section 3, "The SNMP 
Architecture") 
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Regarding claim 2, "SNMP" discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the 
collection system comprises at least one collection tool ("agent") for collecting the 
device information, (section 3, "The SNMP Architecture") 

Regarding claim 3, "SNMP" discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the analysis 
system comprises rules for resolving any conflicts between device information collected 
by the collection tools, (section 4.1.2, "The GetRequest-PDU", the paragraph beginning 
"Upon receipt of the GetRequest-PDU..." and all subsequent indented paragraphs) 

Regarding claim 6, "SNMP" discloses the system of claim 1 , further comprising a 
permission system for gaining user access to the network, (section 2, "Status of this 
Memo", paragraph beginning "This RFC is a pre-release...", the sentence "This memo 
defines a simple protocol...") 

Regarding claim 10, "SNMP" discloses the system of claim 9, wherein the report 
system outputs the generated report, ("management applications" or "SNMP 
management entities"; section 2, "Status of this Memo", paragraph beginning "This RFC 
is a pre-release...", the sentence "This memo defines a simple protocol..."; section 3, 
"The SNMP Architecture") 

Regarding claim 12, "SNMP" discloses a method for mapping a network, 
comprising the steps of: 

installing collection tools ("agent") on a collection apparatus ("network element"); 
(section 3, "The SNMP Architecture") 

communicating the collection apparatus with the network; (section 3, "The SNMP 
Architecture") 
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operating the collection tools to collect device information from devices ("network 
element") on the network; (section 3, "The SNMP Architecture") 

analyzing the device information; and reporting the analyzed device information, 
("management applications" or "SNMP management entities"; section 3, "The SNMP 
Architecture") 

Regarding claim 13, "SNMP" discloses the method of claim 12, wherein the 
collection apparatus comprises at least one processor, ("management stations", section 
3, "The SNMP Architecture") 

Claim 7 is rejected since claim 7 recites a system that contains substantially the 
same limitations as recited in claims 1-3 in combination. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected since this claim recites a system that contains substantially 
the same limitations as recited in claim 6. 

Claim 15 is rejected since this claim recites a method that contains substantially 
the same limitations as recited in claim 3. 

Claims 17-19 and 22 are rejected since these claims recite a program product 
that contains substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 1-3 and 6 
respectively. 

Claims 23-25 and 28 are rejected since these claims recite a computer system 
that contains substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 1-3 and 6 
respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 4-5, 8-9, 14, 20-21 , and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over "SNMP". 

Regarding claim 4, "SNMP" does not expressly disclose wherein the device 
information includes device identity, device addresses, device characteristics, software 
installed on the devices, and software characteristics of the devices on the network 

However, these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The operation of the 
system would be performed the same regardless of the data. Thus, this descriptive 
material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of 
patentability. See In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include the nonfunctional descriptive material with 
the claimed invention because such data does not functionally relate to the steps in the 
method claimed and because the subjective interpretation of the data does not 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 5, "SNMP" also does not expressly disclose wherein the 
generated mapping report includes the device types, the device addresses, the device 
characteristics, the software installed on the devices, and the software characteristics, 
however, this claim is also rejected based on the rationale provided above regarding 
claim 4. 

Claims 8, 14, 20, and 26 are also rejected since these claims recite a system, 
method, program product, and computer system that contain substantially the same 
limitations as recited in claim 4. 

Claims 9, 21, and 27 are also rejected since these claims recite a system, 
method, program product, and computer system that contain substantially the same 
limitations as recited in claim 5. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent 5 568 605 A to Clouston et al; 
US Patent 5 659 543 A to Ater et al; 
US Patent 5 889 953 A to Thebaut et al; 
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US Patent 5 964 837 A to Chao et al; 
US Patent 6 421 719 B1 to Lewis et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George C Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 
703-305-4565. The examiner can normally be reached on Thursday 1-2pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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